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TIPs were intended to replace the Section 105 reporting requirement
under the old act, but Section 105 was inadvertently not removed from
the new bill. FHWA has indicated that it will use the STIP as the Section
105 program.

The long-range programs of some states are long wish lists, and some
MPO TIPs have not been constrained in the past. ISTEA requires
financially constrained programs. The distinction between the long-
range plan and the TIP varies from state to state, but becomes more
important with a fiscal constraint requirement.

States will need to figure out how to deal with incremental invest-
ment on large, phased projects. This may be a problem for states that
carry many large, expensive projects in their long-range programs.

Federal transportation officials expect TIPs to be arrayed in priority
order by year. This could be a method of dealing with overprogram-
ming. The projects at the top of the second year list could be substituted
for first year projects if first year projects are delayed. This does not
necessarily mean that projects must be ranked in numerical order, but a
sense of priority must be apparent (e.g., high, medium, and low priority).

Some MPOs and states have agreed to allocation methods to distrib-
ute STP funds. Other states are considering competitive processes for
the use of STP funds outside TMAs. Local units of government may
fear competitive processes because they are concerned about receiving
less money than they did under the old act.

MPOs generally favor suballocation because it provides a stable base
to program against. Federal transportation officials are concerned that
suballocation will result in money being left to accumulate from year to
year because a local unit of government does not have an allocation
large enough for a project. Suballocation schemes that allow money to
remain unspent or be targeted toward a specific jurisdiction or mode
are unacceptable.

CONSENSUS FINDINGS
Conformity

State and metropolitan TIPs must conform with each other. This will
require an iterative process, whereby the funding available will be
mutually understood.